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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir May PERHApPs afford a stimulus to the public to 
avail themselves of the advantages offered, or supposed 
to be offered, by the Land Transfer Act, if we state that 
among the most recent applicants for registration of title 
are the Honourable Society of Judges and Serjeants-at- 
Law, in respect of their premises at Serjeants’-inn. It 


. will be remembered that by 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 110 (local 


and personal), s. 2, the Inn was vested in the Society of 
Judges and Serjeants-at-Law (thereby made for that pur- 
pose a body corporate with a common seal) and their 
successors, for their absolute use and benefit. 





A KIND OF LEGAL BOMBSHELL or torpedo has recently 
-exploded in Dublin in the shape of a circular professing 
to be signed with the name of an Irish Queen’s Counsel, 
stated to have been circulated throughout Ireland, and 
containing the following obliging offer :— 


“Dear Srr,—The projected legislation for Ireland will 
80 Seriously injure the profession to which I have devoted 
the best years of my life, that I intend to pursue the prac- 
tice (always perfectly legitimate) of advising clients 
directly, and without the intervention of any third person, 
as to wills, deeds of leases, private affairs, and family ar- 
rangements, &c., and at a uniform fee of three guineas, so 
that the client will have inexpensively and expeditiously 
the full advantage of my professional experience of thirty- 
‘six years at the bar, during sixteen of which I have had 
the honour of being one of her Majesty’s Counsel ; and the 
‘secrets of private affairs and family arrangements will be 
secure from all risks of being divulged. The fact of my 
thus making this communication to you is in confidence 
‘between two gentlemen, but you will oblige by preserving 
the address, and mentioning my course of practice to such 
of your friends and acquaintances as might be desirous of 
‘availing themselves of its advantages.—Dear Sir, yours 
faithfully, rey £6 em, "7 


A requisition has been presented to the father of the 
Trish bar requesting him to convene a meeting to express 
the opinion of the. bar upon this singular production. 
It seems to us that all this ferment is a little absurd. 
A Queen’s Counsel who, after thirty-six years at the 
bar, finds it necessary to tout for business after 
‘the fashion of small tailors and wine merchants is more 
to be pitied than feared. It is not very likely that the 
‘circular will fail to convey to any one of its recipients an 
impression of the extent of the professional experience 
alluded to; nor is it probable, notwithstanding the re- 
spectability of the experimenter, that the success 
-of the experiment will encourage imitation. The chief 
teflection which the incident suggests is that a little less 
prodigality in the distribution of silk gowns among the 
Trish bar would not be undesirable. A hundred or so 
‘Queen’s Counsel among about a thousand barristers is too 
teat a proportion. With a bar numbering, probably, not 
dess than 6,000, we have barely 200 Queen’s Counsel. 





Tr ts unpErstoop that the Irish Inco ted Law 
Society is about to take steps to secure a settlement of the 
important question whether the effect of the Judicature 
Act, 1875, is to repeal the exception of Scotland and Ire- 
land in section 18 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852, and to enable the judges of the English High 
Court to give leave to’ serve writs on defendants resident 
in Ireland. We drew attention to the matter before 
the Judicature Acts came into operation,* and expressed 
an opinion that the balance of authority favoured the 
view that the exception had been impliedly repealed. 
The same view has since been taken by the learned 
judges at chambers (see Preston v. Lamont, ante, p: 241), 
and many writs have been issued out of the English 
courts and served upon defendants residing in Ireland. 
As to the convenience of this practice we express no 
opinion, but upon the question of the construction of the 
recent legislation we see no reason to alter our view, or 
to doubt that tae course adopted by the learned judges 
is that contemplated by the Rules. 

Itis, of course, admitted on all hands that section 18 of 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, has not been in 
terms repealed; the question is whether it has been re- 
pealed by reference or by implication. Now, as to foreign 
defendants noé resident in Scotland or Ireland, it seems 
clear that the section is repealed, for by the Judicature 
Act, 1875, s. 33, “any enactment inconsistent with 
this Act or the principal Act” is repealed (see also 
section 21); and, as regards these foreign defendants, 
section 18 of the Common Law. Procedure Act, 1852, is 
clearly inconsistent with the provisions of the rules in the 
schedule to the Judicature Act, 1875. It is true that 
ord. 11 relates only to the service of a writ on a foreign 
defendant, while section 18 of the Common Law Proce- 
dure Act, 1852, relates to the issue of such a writ; but 
ord. 11 must be read with ord. 2, r. 4, and, when so read, it 
is clear that new provisions are made, relating both to the 
issue and service of writs on foreign defendants, which 
are inconsistent with those in section 18. For, not to 
mention other differences, the provision of ord. 2, r. 4, that 
“no writ for service out of the jurisdiction shall be issued 
without ” leave, necessarily implies that with leave such a 
writ mayissue. The effect of the new provisions, there- 
fore, is that, with leave, a writ “for service out of the 
jurisdiction” may issue, and with leave, also, it may be 
served. The effect of section 18 of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852, is that ‘‘in case any defendant, 
being a British subject, is resident out of the juris- 
iction in any place except in Scotland or 
Ireland, it shall be lawful for the plaintiff [without 
leave] to issue a writ, and on proof of service 
[no leave being necessary] : to proceed in the 
action in such manner as to such court or 
judge may seem fit.” Can it be contended that section 
18 is repealed saving the exception? Or can it be said 
that a loc&lly restricted enabling provision is consistent 
with a general enabling provision ? 

But it has been urged f that section 16 of the Judica- 
ture Act, 1873, only confers on the High Court “the 
jurisdiction which, at the commencement of this Act, was 
vested in, or capable of being exercised by, all or any of 
the courts following,” &c., and that jurisdiction did not 
include power to authorize the service of writs on defend- 
ants in Scotland or Ireland. The answer to this seems to 
be twofold. The mere fact that the previous jurisdic- 
tion is continued cannot be taken to indicate an in- 
tention that no fresh jurisdiction shall be conferred 
either by that or any subsequent Act, and the Act of 
1875, which contains the new provision, is expressly in- 
tituled “an Act to amend and extend the Supreme Court 
of Judicature Act, 1873.” And it seems equally clear 
that no argument against the view taken by the judges 
can be founded on section 24 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
which provides for the making of rules for modifying 
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provisions in respect of the practice or procedure of the 
courts contained in any Act of Parliament. This section 


has really nothing whatever to do with the matter. It 
simply removes doubt as to what may be done by rules 
to be hereafter made by the judges, but does not in any 
way help us in the construction of a rule which forms 
part of the same Act of Parliament. 





Ovr ATTENTION has been called to the practice, which 
we believe to be prevalent in some parts of the West of 
England, of stipulating, on sales by auction of real 
estate, that the purchaser of each lot shall pay a substan- 
tial fee, in the shape of a per-centage on his purchase- 
money, to the auctioneer for his trouble, and a like fee to 
the vendor’s solicitor “‘ for the contract.”’ We have not un- 
frequently seen a condition arranging for the payment by 
the purchaser of a fixed and moderate fee of one or two 
guineas to the auctioneer and solicitor; and, provided 
such a.condition is inserted with the approbation of an 
adult and otherwise competent vendor, we do not see 
much objection to it beyond this, that, so far at least as 
regards the solicitor—for we have nothing to do with the 
auctioneer—it does not strike us as one calculated to 
reflect much additional dignity on him. But the ques- 
tion is a very different one when a per-centage is levied on 
the purchaser; for in such cases, at all events where the 
property is considerable, even a much smaller per-centage 
than is likely to be fixed must amount to a sum quite 
out of proportion to anything done for the purchaser by 
the vendor’s solicitor. We have now lying before us the 
particulars and conditions of a sale recently conducted 
in the West of England by a highly respectable solicitor. 
Following the common form of the place, and doing 
only what ‘‘ every one” does there, he has stipulated by 
one of the conditions, that, before the signing of the con- 
tract, each purchaser shall pay to the auctioneer and also 
to the solicitor one per cent. on the purchase-money up 
to £1,000, and a-half per cent. on the rest. Out of more 
than twenty lots (all of which, we are informed, were sold) 
one of them fetched over £11,000, so that, in respect of 
this lot alone, the purchaser had to draw a cheque 
for more than £60 as the fee to the vendor's soli- 
citor for filling up the blanks in the printed con- 
tract on the back of the particulars. 


It may be said that, where the practice in question is 
adopted, the vendor’s arrangement with his solicitor is not 
made without regard to the fees likely to be received by 
the latter from the purchasers ; but, without insisting on 
cases where, owing to the magnitude of the property, the 
solicitor must necessarily be grossly overpaid by the fees 
alone, we may say that the questionableness of the prac- 
tice is best seen by showing how nearly it verges on the 
illegal. Whatever is paid by the purchaser for fees is, of 
course, 4 diminution of the purchase-money, and therefore 
is practically paid by the vendor. Suppose the vendor to 
be sui juris, and to agree that the conditions shall stipu- 
late for the fee, and suppose in the result the fee is paid. 
Is it clear that the vendor—unless, indeed, the agreement 
between him and his solicitor was in writing, and so 
within the Act of 1870—could not repudiate the arrange- 
ment, and insist on paying the usual costs only, and 
charging his agent with the profit made by the employ- 
ment? Or take the case of a trustee for sale adopting 
the practice, and thus virtually allowing part of the pur- 
chase-money to get into thewrong hands. If by this means 
the agent was grossly overpaid, it is difficult to see that 
the transaction would not amount to a breach of trust 
into which the trustee was led by his solicitor. We take 
it that in neither of these cases would a local custom be 
any defence. 

As far as we are aware, the only argument that has been 
urged for the practice is that purchasers give just us 
much whether fees are charged or not, This, however, is a 
mere statement, and it is one which we could only believe at 
the expense of the reputation for intelligence of the local 
buyers of property. It is a statement, too, incapable of 





proof, and, in order to discredit it, it is sufficient to say 
that to be a sufficient defence of the practice, it ought to be 


capable of being predicated with truth, every time pro- * 


perty is sold, of every single person in the auction-room, 
It appears to us that the practice is indefensible and on 
every ground objectionable, and we should be glad ta 
see the profession in the West of England united ing 
strong effort to abolish it. 





A writer, evidently thoroughly familiar with his sub. 
ject, and too shrewd to advance a step beyond the region, 
of reliable data, has furnished, in a letter to the Times, 
the first authentic estimate of the effect of the new 
system on legal business. He regards it as certain that 
since the Judicature Acts came into operation there has 
been an increase of business in the courts and offices, 
There have been more actions commenced in London 


during the five months the Judicature Acts have been in _ 


force than were commenced in the superior courts in the 
corresponding period cf last year. The increase has 
been greatest in the Chancery Division. Taking one 
division of the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office as an ex. 
ample, he says that in the G to N division the number 
of writs issued, as compared with the number of bills 
filed last year in the corresponding period, stands thus: 
—Bills filed, 365 ; writs issued, 627 ; thus indicating that 
in the Chancery Division the number of actions com- 
menced by writ since November last is nearly double the 
number of suits commenced by Dill in the Court of 
Chancery in the correspouding period of the last 
year. There are reasons, to which the writer alludes, 
and which will readily present themselves to the minds 
of our readers, tending to swell the number of 
writs as compared with the number of bills, 
and, of course, as the writer points out, the number of 
writs issued affords little indication of the number of 
actions prosecuted. For instance, on reference to the 
judicial statistics, we find that in 1874 out of 68,950 
actions commenced in the common law courts by writ, 
only 2,028 were brought to trial. Still, considering that 
the period alluded to was that of the commencement of 
the new system, and that the district registries have 
largely divided the issue of writs, the results brought out 
by the writer in the Z'imes are not a little remarkable, 
and they will cause the judicial statistics for the present 
year to be looked for with unusual interest. ‘Will it not 
be possible to have them published at an earlier date 
than next October twelvemonth, when, according to the 
usual practice, they will appear ? 

Another result brought out by the writer is that the 
use of affidavit evidence in the Chancery Division has 
by no means diminished since the Judicature Acts came 
into operation. The quantity of pending business re- 
maining to be disposed of may, to a considerable extent, 
account for this fact; but it is becoming increasingly 
obvious that either the provisions of the rules as to 
affidavit evidence must become almost a dead letter 
as regards the Chancery Division, or the judicial 
strength of that division must be increased, for if 
neither course is taken delays of justice must occur 
reminding us of the Court of Chancery in Lord Eldon’s 
time. 





== =z 





Mr. Morgan Lloyd und Mr. Gregory have given notice 
that on the second reading (fixed for May 1) of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act (1875) Amendment 
Bill, on which we commented. last week, they will move 
that it be read that day six months, 


On the second reading, fixed for the 10th May, of 
Mr. Norwood’s Lill to enable barristers-at-law and advo- 
cates to recover their fees, and to render them liable at 
law to persons employing them, Sir Henry M, Jackeon,, 
Q.C., will move that it be read the second time that day 
six months. 
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NEGLIGENCE OF FELLOW-SERVANTS. 


A piscussion took place in the case of Lovell v. Howell 
(L. R. 1 C. P. D. 161) with regard to the fre- 
quently recurring principle of law which forbids 
the recovery of damages by a servant from his master in 
respect of injury sustained in consequence of the nogli- 
gence of a fellow-servant. This immunity of the master 
has been frequently impugned, and some difficulty as to 
the principle upon which it rests was expressed by Mr. 
Justice Brett, who took part in the decision, and who 
frequently shows a tendency to question authorities when 
the ground-work of principle upon which they should be 
based is not to his mind distinctly reasonable. Mr. 
Justice Archibald, who also took part in the decision, ex- 
pressed himself as being free from difficulty in deducing 
from the authorities the principle upon which the im- 
munity of the master from the consequences of the 
negligent acts of his servants in these cases rests. He 
stated the principle as being that when a man enters into 
the service of a master he tacitly agrees to take upon 
himself to bear all the ordinary risks which are incident 
to his employment, and, amongst others, the possibility 
of injury happening to him from the negligent acts of his 
fellow-servants or fellow-workmen. 

With the utmost respect for Mr. Justice Archibald, 
who is admitted to be one of the soundest lawyers on 
the bench, it seems to us that his observations, if correctly 
reported, illustrate one of the most characteristic faults 
of the legal mind, and especially of the English legal 
mind. In reading English law-books no impartial 
person can fail to be struck how often a particular mode 
of expressing a principle is treated as an argument es- 
tablishing its soundness, or as an explanation of the 
basis on which it rests. It is by a natural and, 
probably, to some extent, beneticial tendency of 
the human mind that maxim and precedent come 
to form a very large part of all legal lore. An 
ancient English lawyer, doubtless, felt much con- 


_ firmed and strengthened in his conviction of the sound- 


ness of the rule by which a father could not inherit land 
from his son, by laying down the solemn maxim thata fee 
shall descend but shall never ascend, with a kind of half 
hint that the rule partook of the character of a law of 
nature, which had only to be enunciated to be recognized 
as necessarily right, and that a person who thought that 
a fee could ascend might be suspected of being equally 
prone to think that a heavy body, on being released on 
the surface of the earth, might suddenly fly heavenwards. 
Mr. Justice Archibald’s expression of the principle is 
only another way of saying that the master has im- 
munity. We have a difficulty in knowing what is meant 
by a tacit agreement in such a connection. A tacit 
agreement can, in the proper sense of the term, only 
exist when something is present to the minds of both 
parties, though they do not mention it. Now, we do not 
suppose any question as to the immunity of the master 
is, in fact, present to the minds of either party; it 
certainly could not be before Priestley v. Fowler (3 
M. & W. 1), the case which first established the 
doctrine in question. The more correct way of putting 
the proposition is to say that the law implies an 
agreement that the master shall not be liable. And 
why does it imply such an agreement? Simply be- 
cause it thinks it just that the terms of the bargain 
should be such, or that if the parties had contemplated 
the question they would have agreed in such a way, 
which is the same thing. But why does the Jaw think 
it just? Mr. Justice Archibald’s expression of the 


law leaves entirely untouched the very question 


upon which Mr, Justice Brett, if we mistake 
not, felt a difficulty. We admit fully that the 
authorities warrant the proposition that Mr. Justice 
_Archibald laid down, but it seems to us that it was the 
reason for the proposition that his brother judge's mind 
was busy with, and it was because the latter could not 
see the exact reason of the general rule that he found a 





difficulty in saying what the principle which governed the 
exception from it was, and so preferred to say merely 
that he was bound by authority. 

There is a certain tendency in the minds of prac- 
tical lawyers to stick on the surface, which may 
be the result of a prudent timidity when judicial de- 
cision is concerned, but in the domain of legal specu- 
lation it may be safely allowed to the speculator to ex- 
plore the inner causes of things more daringly. It seems 
to us that a very sound and substantial reason for the 
rule which gives immunity to the master is not far 
to seek. It is this—that the enterprise or concern 
is carried on really for the joint benefit of master and 
servant. But the reason why this makes the difference 
is not, we apprehend, clearly apparent, unless we consider 
the reason of the master’s liability in cases where the 
doctrine of Priestley v. Fowler does not apply. Now, 
in the first place, it must be premised that it is 


obviously not without great hardship that a 
master, without any actual negligence on his 
part, can be held liable for the negligence 


of his servant. So far from this being an obvious prin- 
ciple, it is one which, with reference to the natural in- 

stincts of justice, it is not at first sight easy to justify. 

One reason usually given is that the master selects and 
retains the servant. Now, in truth, this consideration is 
rather derived from motives of expediency than of 
justice, because it is admitted that the master may have 
selected the best servant he could procure, and taken the 
utmost care to procure a proper person, and yet he is 
liable. There is no doubt a strong urgument of ex- 
pediency which would be in favour of retaining the 
master’s liability even if no other ground existed. 
Servants are often people of straw, and the only way of 
causing them to be careful is by exposing them to dis- 
missal by masters who have suffered pecuniarily through 
their negligence. If the master could ride off on the 
servant's sole responsibility there would be less safety for 
life and limb. 

But, it appears to us that there is another sound 
reason for the master’s liability, and this is one which 
is more concerned with the sentiment of justice. The 
enterprise, employment, or concern is carried on for the 
master’s benefit. If I have employed a coachman with 
a good character for steadiness and competence, and he 
on some occasion while driving my carriage has injured @ 
passer-by, it is very hard for me to pay damages, but one 
of two innocent parties must suffer. The passer-by derived 
no benefit from my carriage being driven. If it had not 
been there his leg would not have been broken, and if I 
had been driving it myself and had been negligent I 
should have had to pay. It seems naturally just that he 
who has the benefit should take the risk. The respon- 
sibility is that of the person by whom the enterprise is 
undertaken; the law says, and justly says, that the act 
done for him must be taken as done by him, and he 
cannot escape his liability by delegating the act to 
another. 

Then, how does it stamd with the servant as re- 
gards the negligence of his fellow-servant? It is for 
his benefit as well as the master’s that the enterprise, 
employment, or concern is being carried on. There is 
no reason in justice why the law should not permit the 
master to delegate the act and responsibility to the 
fellow-servant so far as he is concerned. It does not lie 
in the mouth of the servant to say, “ The work being for 
your benefit, and not mine, you cannot escape respon- 
sibility by delegating it to some one else.” He takes 
service in an undertaking existing then for his benefit 
as well as the master's, and knowing perfectly well 
that he will have fellow-servants; that in the nature 
of things the master must intrust the performance of 
various acts to them, and that there will be risk of 
negligence on their part even if the master have been 
guilty of no negligence in selecting them. Under these 
circumstances it is just that the master should not be 
liable. It may be described as an implied agreement, 
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though we have no great love for the use of such a term 
when there is really no question of agreement atall. The 
better and more philosophical description of the thing is 
that it is an incident which the law annexes to a con- 
tractual relation between the parties, the ground for such 
incident being what we have endeavoured in our previous 
remarks to explain. 








Recent Bectstans. 


EFFECT OF DIVORCE ON MARRIAGE 
SETTLEMENT. 


(Fitzgerald v. Chapman, M.R., 24 W. R. 130, L. R. 1 
Ch. D. 563.) 


According to the view taken by the Master of the Rolls 
in this case, the effect of a decree for divorce on a 
marriage settlement is in all cases absolutely nil. The 
Divorce Court may, under the powers given to it by the 
statute which created its jurisdiction, modify the settle- 
ment where there are any issue of the marriage it has 
dissolved ; but if this power is not exercised, then, ac- 
cording to the judgment in the recent case, the settle- 
ment in all cases stands absolutely unchanged. In the 
case before the court, the settlement gave a life 
interest in the property to the husband after the 
wife’s death, and there was an ultimate trust for 
her father in the event of her dying in her hus- 
band’s lifetime without issue and without having 
exercised her power of appointment. To hold under 


these circumstances that the divorce operated as the 
death of the husband, and that, as there were no children, 
the settled funds passed to the wife absolutely, under 
the trust for her contained in the settlement in case she 
survived her husband, would be to deprive her father 
(part of whose property had been included in the settle- 


ment) of his possibility of succeeding under the literal 
construction of the deed. And to hold that, because the 
husband was the guilty party in the divorce suit, he must 
lose his life interest, would be to enforce a forfeiture for 
misconduct, which a court of equity plainly has no power 
to do. On the actual decision, therefore, of the learned 
judge we have nothing to say, but a word or two may be 
permitted on a case with which he dealt, and which he 
strongly condemned. 

In settling a lady’s property it is usual, or at 
any rate not uncommon, to provide that in default 
of issue the property shall, if she survive her husband, 
belong to her absolutely, and if she shall die in 
his lifetime, shall go as she shall appoint, and in 
default of appointment to her next of kin, as if she had 
died sole andintestate. Here the only object of bringing 
in the next of kin is to exclude the marital right. In 
the event of a divorce and no issue, must the settlement 
be considered as stiJlentirely unchanged? According to 
the Master of the Rolls it must, and he disapproved 
strongly of Jessop v. Blake uo W. R. 643, 3 Giff. 639), 
where a contrary view was taken, Assuming his lord- 
ship’s view to be correct, though for ourselves we should 
be sorry to think that equity is so powerless as not to be 
able to regard and decide on the whole scope of the 
settlement—in such a case a divorced lady could not 
settle her fortune on a second marriage so long as 
her divorced husband lived; she takes a life-interest 
with a power of appointment by will, and, in default of 
her exercising her power, then, if she dies during the life 
ofa person now rendered quite a stranger to her, her 
fortune must go to her next of kin exclusive of her second 
husband, and, moreover—if, as will be most probable, in 
the trust for the next of kin, they are to be ascertained 
as if she had died “ without having been married ””’—ex- 
clusive also of her children by her second marriage. 

Assuming that this is the law, it might be desirable for 
conveyancers to consider whether the form of the trusts 
in marriage settlements ought not to be slightly 





modified. The possibility of a divorce should not 


perhaps be rendered too prominent in a marriage settle. 


ment, but it is the unhappy duty of our profession to 
see 
“ towers fallen as soon as built, 
And in the green the mouldering tree,” 


and a little skill will enable the family lawyer effectually 
to conceal his melancholy, and happily only contingent, 
foresight. If the trusts were made to run thus :—if the 
wife shall survive “the said intended coverture’’ (instead 
of “ the said husband’’) then for her absolutely, but if 
she shall die “‘ during the said intended coverture” then 
as she shall appoint, and in default of appointment for 
her next of kin, the object of the phrase would not be too 
obvious, though the phrase itself would have all the 
operation desired. 





Rebhiews. 
DIVORCE. 


A TREATISE ON THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Covrt yor Divorce anp Marrimoniat CAUSES; WITH 
tHE Sratvutes, Rvuizs, Fees, anp Forms Rearing 
THERETO, By Grorce Browne, Barrister-at-Law, Re. 
corder of Ludlow, &c. Third Edition. H. Sweet; 
Stevens & Sons. 


On the whole, we think this edition of Mr. Browne's 
treatise has been edited with commendable care. Of the 
cases we have looked for which were reported up to the end 
of 1874, we have found every one noticed. Some 
decisions reported in 1875 have, however, been omitted. 
Thus we have failed to find M‘Cord v. M‘Cord (28 
W. R. 684, L. R. 3 P. & D. 237), an important case on 
the exercise of the discretion of the court under 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 85, s. 31, which ought to have been noticed on 
p- 109. And under the head of hearing in camera, on 
p. 256, there should have been added a reference to 
Anstey v. Anstey (23 W. R. 386, L. R. 3 P. & D. 230), 
The diligence with which the older cases have been col- 
lected leads us to surmise that, although the decisions 
referred to above, and two or three others which are 
omitted, were given in the early part of last year, the 
book may have been in the press before they were re- 
ported. The decisions of the English and the Irish courts 
which are cited are evidently attentively considered and 
their purport is concisely stated. Mr. Browne does not 
rest contented with a mere citation of the cases, but occa. 
sionally draws attention to the obscurity of head-notes 
(e.g. the note on Barnes v. Barnes and Beaumont, L. R. 1 
P. & D. 572), and observes upon variations in reports 
(see the note on p. 123 on Grosst v. Grossi, 21 W. R. 551, 
L.R.3 P. & D. 118), Our objection on the score of 
citation of cases is indeed to the over-diligence which has 
led Mr. Browne to refer in several places to the Weekly 
Notes. Authors should remember—what we should have 
thought was obvious enough on a glance at that publica. 
tion, and was expressly stated in the prospectus of 
the projectors of the Law Reports—the*Notes were ine 
tended merely for temporary information, and not as 
authorities to be cited. In some cases there is really no 
excuse for this practice, for Mr. Browne might have 
found elsewhere full reports of the cases he cites from 
the Weekly Notes ; thus Ramsden v. Brearley, cited on 
p- 194, is reported at length in 23 W. R. 294, and also 
in L. R. 10 Q. B, 147. 

Turning to the substance of the book, we find the 
arrangement of matter adopted in the last edition 
retained. The general scheme 1s to treat, first of all, of 
the general jurisdiction of the court, of the grounds for 
petition for dissolution, judicial separation, nullity, 
restitution of conjugal rights, and jactitation, of the de- 
fences in each of these cases, then of the petition for 
reversal of decree of judicial separation; of damages 
against adulterer; of the custody of children and of 
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ision for the wife. What may be termed the second 

of the work is devoted to the practice and pleadings 
in divorce cases, and at the close are given the statutes in 
full and the rules and forms. Without repeating in 
detail the commendation we bestowed on a previous 
edition, we may say that the book, as it now stands, is a 
clear, practical, and, so far as we have been able to test 
it, accurate, exposition of divorce law and procedure. 








THE WRITERS AT THE RECORD AND WRIT 
CLERKS’ OFFICE. 


“LINCOLN'S-INN,” writing to the Tines, says:—While the 
country may congratulate itself as to the past, and be hopeful as 
to the future, ‘*‘practical working” of the Judicature Acts, 
it is scarcely to be expected that the change will benefit every- 
body and injure nobody. The oldstory will, no doubt, repeat 
itself—viz., that every great organic change, however benefi- 
cial to the community at large, may nevertheless seriously 
disturb and affect individual or class interests ; and whatever 
uncertainty may attach to the future “ practical working ”’ 
of the Judicature Acts and rules, the effect on one class of 
interests is already apparent. I allude to the effect which 
the operation of the rule of court presently to be mentioned 
has had upon a body of men employed as writers in the Record 
and Writ Office—an official department attached to the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. It appears 
that by one stroke of the pen the work of these men was 
taken from them. Just when the long vacation of 1875 
dawned upon the workers in the legal hive, and all were pre- 
paring for repose, a little rule of court was promulgated, the 
* practical working ” of which has been to deprive the writ- 
ers alluded to of the means of support. The rule appeared, 
among others, in the Order in Council dated the 12th of 
Angust last, and is, in terms, as follows :— 

“The party by or on whose behalf any deposition, affidavit, 
or certificate is filed shall leave a copy with the officer with 
whom the same is filed, who shall examine it with the original 
and mark it as an office copy.” 

The *‘ practical” effect of this rule is, as I have said, to 
deprive the writers in the department above mentioned of their 
means of support. Such a result was probably not antici- 
ood but even if it had been, or could have been, it does not 

follow that the promulgation of such a rule was not necessary 
to secure harmony of practice in connection with the new 
procedure. Moreover, as already intimated, there must be in 
all great organic changes interests of paramount importance, 
paramount to any individual or class interests whatever; and 
I may add that it would be unreasonable to expect that either 
Parliament or the country should protect and provide for every 
interest which might possibly be unfavourably affected by 
necessary legislation, The nation’s purse could scarcely bear 
the strain. Still, I trust that the case in question may not 
be absolutely remediless. The matter is one patent to the 
whole profession. Indeed, I am informed that some London 
solicitors gave practical proof of their sympathy with these 
men, by voluntarily foregoing the making of copies for office 
copies, and having such copies made in the office, thus 
giving to the men some of the advantages which, under the 
tule quoted, they might otherwise secure to themselves. I 
believe that the case has been presented to the proper authori- 
ties, with becoming respect and with commendable patience, 
and considering the largely increasing use of affidavit evidence, 
especially in the Chancery Division, and the consequent 
large amount of work still left to the department in question, 
I would hope that some relief may be afforded. I have heard 
that about 60,000 affidavits are filed in the Record and Writ 

Mice every year, the number having increased rather than 
diminished since the 1st of November, and the average num- 
ber of folios of office copies examined in the office, for several 
years past, has reached nearly 700,000. Of course, those 
who are intimately acquainted with official details, and 
with the nature and extent of the work to be done, can 


best determine the remedy available and appropriate to the . 


case. Ican only express the hope, and I believe that in doing 
80 I express the feeling of many in the legal profession, that 
Some remedy may be found, and that even so humble an 
Interest as the one in eer will not be entirely destroyed 
by the “ practical working ” of the Judicature Acts. 





THE RECORDER OF DUBLIN. 


On the 12th inst. the advocates practising at the Dublin 
Quarter Sessions presented the Right Hon. Sir F. Shaw, 
Bart., Recorder of Dublin, with an address on his retirement 
from that office. 

Mr. Wit11am Broomrie xp, after a few remarks, read the 
following address :— 


“To the Right Hon. Sir Frederick Shaw, Bart., LL.D. 
Recorder of the City of Dublia, &., &. 
‘‘From the Attorneys of the Quarter Sessions Bar of the 
City of Dublin. WA: 

“Sir,—As you are about to retire from the high judicial 
position which you have filled for the last forty-eight years, 
with so much honour to yourself and advantage to the 
public, we beg respectfully to tender to you this expression 
of our gratitude and thanks for the uniform and unvaryiag 
courtesy and forbearance which you have extended to us 
during the period of our professional connection with your 
court. 

‘¢ Your consideration for our shortcomings, and the en- 
couragement you have extended to our efforts, have been the 
marked characteristics of your many kindnesses, an¢ they 
demand from us a prominent recognition upon the present 
occasion. 

‘*To the public it has been a matter of congratulation that 
your punctuality was invariable, and it is a signal fact of 
importance that, within the memory of the oldest practi- 
tioner in your court, you have never been absent on any one 
occasion. This, combined with the clearness, soundness, 
justice, and impartiality of your decisions, has created and 
sustained a confidence in you unparalleled. 

‘“‘Tt is with deep regret we now have respectfully to pr A 
the word ‘ Farewell,’ but we accompany it with a heartfelt 
wish that you may be long spared to enjoy the ease and 
quietness of a well-earned retirement, fully impressed, as 
we are, that you will find much consolation from the 
consciousness of your thorough rectitude and singleness of 
purpose.—Signed on behalf of the bar, 

“ April, 1876.” “ Wiliam BLooMFIELD, Father. 


Mr. James Murpuy, Q.C., on behalf of the bar practising 
on the crown side of the court, expressed their hearty con- 
currence in the address, and in an eloquent speech traced 
the events of the learned recorder’s life. 

Tur Recorper said :—My dear friends, the intimate rela- 
tion in which we have stood to each other prompts me, in ad- 
dressing you, to use the Janguage of friendship rather than 
that of ceremony. I thank you all very much, but I feel you 
have been very flattering in the use of language towards me. 
However, for the forty-eight years I have presided over you 
—over the fathers of many of you, and over the grand- 
fathers of some—I think I may safely say that a really 
angry, or harsh, or unkind word never passed between us. 
Iam unable to say much to you now, but I most gratefully 
acknowledge all your kindness, and I particularly wish to 
thank you for the kind and generous testimony you have 


borne to may humble efforts to discharge my duty. I am 


conscious that your partiality has induced you very largely 
to overstate my humble services. For myself, I can only 
say that in the course of a protracted judicial life I have en- 
deavoured to do my duty, and if I have had any little success 
in that respect it is chielly owing to the sympathy and able 
assistance of the leading practitioners of the court. Ad- 
vancing years and failing health oblige me now te abandon 
my position. I doit, [ may assure you, with extreme re- 
gret—I may, without ex ration, say, with real sorrow. 
It is natural I should have this feeling when I consider the 
many kind friends I am separating from, and from the 
worthy officers I see around me—who have always assisted 
me—and when I consider that I am leaving my old ways 
and parting from those associations and habits of life with 
which I have been so familiar for now very close upon half 
acentury. There is every reason why I should entertain for 
you a sentiment of high esteem, and I am sure you will 
not fail to appreciate it after our long professional acquaint- 
ance. I wish for all enjoyment of health and long life ; and, 
in conclusion, I must say, in sadness, though cordially, to 
one and all—farewell.—Jrish Law Times. 





It is stated that the vacant joint-registrarship of the 
Liverpool County Court has been conferred on Mr. Thomas 
Bellringer, solicitor, of Liverpool, 
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ZSucictices. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meting of this soci-ty was held on Wednesday last, the 
subject for the evening’s debate being :—“That the Bill for 
the constitution of the Court of Final Appeal introduced by 
the Lord Chancellor is satisfactory.’ The motion was lost 
by a majority of two. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


Ata meeting of the society held on the 11th inst., W. 
Johnson, Esq., in the chair, the following moot point was 
discussed :—‘‘Is there any implied condition in lettiog a 
furnished house that itshall be reasonably fit for hahita- 
tion?” The affirmative was supported by Messrs. White- 
house, Cresswel], Adams, Hadley, and Garland ; the negative 
by Messrs. Sutton, Slaney, Tyler, and Collins. The question 
was decided in the affirmative. A vote of thanks to the 
chairman concluded the meeting. 





Obituarp. 


MR. JAMES LEMAN. 


Mr. James Leman, one of the oldest solicitors in Lendon, 
and the head of the firm of Leman, Groves, & Leman, of 51, 
Licocoln’s-inn-fields, died at his residence, 29, Chester-ter- 
race, Regent's-park, on the 9th inst.,in his eighty-second 
year. The deceased was born in 1793, was admitted a 
solicitor in 1819, and had carried on business in Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields for over fifty-five years. He was formerly associ- 
aei in business with Mr. William Vizard, Mr. Henry 
Leman (who was afterwards one of the chief c’erks in the 
chambers of Lord Hatherley when a Vice-Chancellor), and 
Mr, William Leman, the firm being known as Vizard & 
Lemans; but fcr several years his partners have been Messrs, 
Thomas Charles Groves, James Curtis Leman, and Robert 
Elward Leman. The deceased was a perpetual commis- 
sioner for London, Westminster, Middlesex, and Surrey, and 
the private business of his firm was very large. He was 
formerly a director of the Legal and General Life Assurance 
Company, and he was for many years one of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, of which body he was presi- 
dent for the year 1863-4, 


MR. THOMAS BROWN. 


Mr. Thomas Brown, solicitor and county coroner, died at 
his residence in High-street, Skipton, on the 9th inst. Mr. 
Brown was born in 1802, was admitted a solicitor in 
1822, and soon afterwards commenced to practise at Skip- 
ton, where he carried on businesstothe day of his death. 
In 1826 he was elected to the coronersbip for the Skipton 
district of Yorkshire, and he must have been almost the 
oldest county coroner in Engiand, as his official vareer had 
lasted just halfacentury. The increase of population in 
the district bad caused his labours to become every year 
more onerous, but he discharged his duties with great 
patience and efficiency. He was also clerk to the Skipton 
Board of Guardiane, and waa formerly superintendent-regis- 
trar for the district, but the latter post is now held by his 
sen, Mr. Thomas Parkinson Brown, who was admitted a 
solicitor in 1862, and is also deputy-coroner. Mr. Brown’s 
health had long been failing, and his various official duties 
had been performed by his son. 


SIR JOHN JAMES REID. 


Sir Jobn James Reid, knight, who was for many years 
a judge in the Ionian Islands, died at his residence, 
Movswald-place, Damfriesshire,on the 10th inst., at the 
age of seventy. The deceased was born in 1806, being 
the son of the Jate Mr. John Reid, advocate, of Edinburgh, 
and be was himself admitted a member of the Faonlty of 
Advocates in 1827. From 1835 to 1637 he was employed 
as a member of the Royal Commission on the subject of 
Religious Education in Scotland, in which capacity bis 
Jabours were of very service. In 1837 he was ap- 
pointed a member of the Supreme Court of the Ionian 





Islands. In the year 1840 he discharged, in his turn, the 
duties of chief justice of the court, and thereupon received 
the honour of knighthood. 
post after twenty-one years of judicial service, and re. 
tired upon a pensiov, He had ever since that time resided 
at his country seat in Scotland. 





Appotwututents, Ete. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas Anpy, LL.D., judge of county courtg 
(Circuit No. 38), Gresham lecturer ia law, and recorder of 
Bedford, has been appointed a Magistrate for the County 
of Essex. 


Mr. Horace Branpoy, solicitor, of 15, Essex-street, hag 
been appointed a Commissioner in Great Britain and 
Ireland to administer Oaths and Affidavits, and to take 
Acknowledgments of Deeds, &c., to be recorded in the State 
of New York. 


Mr. Epmunp Henry CoLeman, solicitor, has been elected 
Town.-Clerk of the Borough of Pontefract, in the place of 
his father, the late Mr. Henry John Coleman. 


Mr. Witt1am Rosert Davies, solicitor (of the firm of 
Jones & Davies), of Dolgelly, Barmouth, and Towyn, hag 
been appointed Solicitor to the Barmouth Local Board of 
Health. Mr. Davies was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and 
is also clerk to the Towyn Local Board of Health and to 
the Commissioners of Taxes for the Barmouth District. 


Mr. James Davitt, solicitor, of Christchurch, has 
been elected Clerk to the Guardians of the Christchurch 
Union. Mr. Druitt was admitted a solicitor in 1838, and 
is town clerk of Christchurch, registrar of the county court, 
clerk to the justices of the Christchurch Petty Sessions 
and to the burial board, coroner for the hundred of 
Christchurch and liberty of Westover, and clerk to the 
Bournemouth Commissioners. 


Mr. Epwiy Parry, solicitor, of 30, Bennott's-hill, Bir. 
mingham, has been appointed Joint-Registrar of the Bir- 
mingham County Court (Circuit No. 21), in succession to 
Mr. Thomas Chauntler, deceased. Mr. Parry was admitted 
a solicitor in 1861. 


Mr. Cartes WILDE, of Nottingham, has been appointed 
by the Right Hon. Sir James Hannen to be District Probate 
Registrar at Derby, in the place of the late Mr. John James 
Simpson, of Derby. Mr. Wilde is district registrar for 
Nottingham. 


Mr. Haroip Stantry Mapves, solicitor, of Spalding, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Spalding Rural Sanitary 
Authority. Mr. Maples is the son of Mr. Ashley Maples, 
solicitor, and was admitted in 1873. He is assiatant-clerk 
to the guardians of the Spalding Union, his father having 
been the clerk to the board ever since the formation of the 
Union in 1835. 


*,” For ‘‘Mr, Benjamin Bonner,” in last week’s appoint- 
ments, read ‘‘ Mr. Benjamin Bonnor.” By a remarkable 
coincidence the very same typographical error occurs in 
the columns of a legal contemporary this week. 








Tn the report of Wimbledon and Putney Commons Com 
servators y. Dizon, in the present volume of the WeEkLr 
Reporter, at p. 469 it is stated that Messrs. Horne & 
Hunter were the solicitors for the appellant. This is 
incorrect, as that firm acted on behalf of the respondents, 
the conservators, Messrs. Ward & Co. acting for the 
appellant. 

We learn with great regret from the American legal 
journals of the death of one of the ablest of the legal 
writers in the United States—the Hon. Isaac F. Redfield, ; 
who died on Thursday, March 23. He was formerly & 
judge of the Supreme Court of Vermont, and professor of 
low at Dartmouth College. He was, the author of several 


legal works, of which the best-known here is that on the 
‘Law of Wills,” and he was also one of the editors of the 
American Law Register, 
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ZLeqal News. 


It is stated that the new wing of the Record Office, which is 
to run southwards in a line nearly parallel with Fetter- 
Jane, is not to be commenced for another twelvemonth. 

A statute of Utah permits a convicted murderer to choose 
whether he will be hanged, shot, or decapitated. The latest 
felon, J. G. Wiggins, chooses to be shot. 

At the recent Nenagh Quarter Sessions there wis only 
one case in the calendar, and at the Thurles Quarter 
Sessions there was only one conviction. 

The Kent justices have addressed to the Home Secretary 
arecommendation that in future the constabulary shall be 
empowered to apprehend, without a warrant, persons under 
police supervision who fail to report themselves. 

The ninth of the revived moots will be held on Tuesday 
evening, the 25th inst., in Gray’s-inn Hall, at eight o’clock, 
before Mr. F. T. Streeten, one of the benchers of the 
Society. Members of the Inns of Court are invited to at- 
tend. 

A correspondent of the Chicago Legal News raises the 
important question whether it would not be more in keep- 
ing with their new office if the lady members of the bar 
would remove their hats, and address the court with heads 


‘ uncovered, as the gentlemen members of the bar are com- 


pelled to do. 

The Irish Law Times states that the following advertise- 
ment appears weekly in a provincial contemporary :— 
‘* Counsellor ————, B.A., T.C.D., of —-————, may be 
consulted on all matters of law for the courts in Dublin, 
or the country ; and on all questions of law, arising out of 
wills, deeds, or other writings. Will attend on market 
days in , and Ng 

At the opening of term in Dublin on Wednesday a re- 
quisition, numerously signed, was addressed to the father of 
the bar requesting him to convene a meeting to express an 
opinion upon the circular, referred to elsewhere, recently 
issued by a Queen’s Counsel, to the effect that he is pre- 
pared to advise clients in certain cases without the interven- 
tion of a solicitor. 


A person describing himself as “ George Toynbee, soli- 
citor, residing at Hatherstone, Lincoln,” who appeared at 
the Southwark Police-court on the 15th inst., is entirely un- 
known to the firm of Toynbee, Larken, & Toynbee, of Lin- 
coln, and they state that, except in their firm, there is no 
solicitor of the name in the city or county of Lincoln. 


The Albany Law Journal says that a resolution has been 
introduced in the United States Senate to the effect that 
the president be requested to take suitable measures to have 
the conference, recently called by the Government of Peru, 
to consider questions of international law, held in the United 
States during the period of the Centennial Exposition. The 
resolution also recommended that five delegates be appointed 
from the United States to serve without compensation. 


The Times Roman corespondant says of Sig. Mancini the new 
Italian Minister of Justice. ‘‘ His successes at the bar have 
been without number. It is related of him, as of a famous 
English barrister of a former generation, that on one occasion, 
having been called suddenly to defend a case, by a strange 
vontusion he took up that of his adversary instead of that of 
his own client. After pleading with great power for some 
time he was told of his mistake, stopped, said, “This is what 
my learned brother on the other would urge,” and, going on 
to disprove the arguments he had advanced, succeeded in 
gaining a verdict.” 

The Paris Court of Assizes was recently occupied for 
about a fortnight in a trial of such importance that a sup- 
plementary session had to be held for the purpose. The 
accused were fifty-one in number, divided into three cate- 
gories — twenty-three inspectors at the central poultr 
market, eleven brokers’ clerks there, and seventeen small 
farmers—all of whom were charged with conniving to de- 
fraud the municipality in the collection of the octroi dues, 
The loss to the city is estimated to have amounted to 

00,000 francs a year, and to have spread over a period of 





‘ten years, thus reaching a total sum of four millions of 


francs, 
The number of private Bills brought before Parliament 





during the present session, says the Times, amounts to 244 ; 
of which 101 are railway Bills, twenty-six water Bills, 
twenty-four gas Bills, three water and gas Bills, and 
eighteen relating to docks, harbours, and canals. Tere are 
only three tramway Bills before the Legislature. There is 
only one purely personal measure—De Blonay’s Naturaliza- 
tion Bill. Not more than three of these have as yet re- 
ceived the Royal assent. Nine Bills have been withdrawn 
or dropped by the projectors, and five others have been re- 
jected by the select committees to which they were referred, 
on the ground that the “‘preamble is not proved.” One 
has been formally rejected on second reading—viz., the Met- 
ropolitan Railway Bill. 


A correspondent writes to the Times to complain of the 
cells in assize eourts. He says:—The assize courts are 
generally distant some way from the county gaols, and 
hence necessarily prisoners awaiting trial, and after, are 
confined for many hours in the cells attached to these courts. 
What are these cells like? Are they not sometimes below 
the level of the ground, ill-lighted, and with scarcely any 
possible ventilation, except through the “ well,” or narrow 
staircase, that leads to the court above? If the judge and 
the barristers complain of the vitiated and foul atmosphere 
of the court, itis not difficult to find one cause in the bad air 
rising from the prisoners’ entrance. Though an assize court 
may be of grand appearance—a kind of Grecian temple— 
yet the architect may have forgotten to make due and 
decent arrangements for the prisoners below. 


The proceedings at the organization of the United States 
Senate as a Court of Impeachment on Wednesday, April 5, 
are thus described by the Albany Law Journal :—Daring 
the morning hour a resolution had been adopted for the 
appointment of a committee of two to wait upon the Chief 
Justice of the United States, and invite his attendance in 
the Senate Chamber to administer the oath to the senators. 
Mr. Edmunds and Mr. Thurman were appointed as that 
committee, and at precisely one o'clock appeared at the 
door of the Senate escorting the Chief Justice clad in the 
robes of his office. They escorted him to the desk, and he 
tosk a seat provided for him at the right of the president 
protem, Mr. Ferry then said: “The hour of one o'clock 
having arrived, the Senate will, according to its order, 
proceed with the consideration of the articles of impeach- 
ment against W. W. Belknap, late Secretary of War. He 
then admonished the senators to give attention while the 
customary oath was administered. He himself stood up 
before the Chief Justice with uplifted hand and took the 
following oath, which Chief Justice Waite read from the 
Manual :—‘‘ You do solemnly swear that in all things per- 
taining to the trial of the impeachment of W. W. Belknap, 
now pending, you will do impartial justice according to the 
Constitution and the Jaws.” The president pro tem. then 
directed the clerk to call the roll. The senators advanced 
in groups of six as their names were called and were 
sworn, taking the same oath that the president pro tem. 
had taken. The Chief Justice, after having administered 
the oath, was escorted by Messrs, Edmunds and Thurman 
to the Supreme Court Room. 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Easter and Trinity Covrss or Lacturgs, 1876. 
Days and Hours appointed for the Delivery of the Public 
Lectures by the Professors. 

Roman Law and International Law, Public and Private : 
Lectures delivered and classes held in the Middle Temple 
Hall.—11 a.m. Tuesdays and Thursdays; first lecture, 


May 2. 

Equity : Lectures delivered in the room under the 
library at Lincoln’s-inn Hall.—4.15 p.m. Wednesdays and 
Fridays ; first lecture, April 26. 

The Law of Real and Personal oe : Lectures de- 
livered in Gray's-inn Hall.—4.15 p.m. Tuesdays and Thurs- 
days ; first leoture, April 27. 

The Common Law: Lectures delivered in the Inner 
Temple Hall,--4.15 p.m, Mondays and Saturdays; first 
leoture, April 29. 


Se REALY 





































































494 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


April 22, 1876, 





————— 7 





PROSPECTUS OF THE LECTURES OF THE PRO- 
FESSORS, 


The Professor of Jurisprudence and Roman Civil Law 
will during the ensuing educational term deliver two 
courses of public lectures of about seven lectures each, one 
course on Koman Law and one on International Law, 

The course on Roman Law will commence on Tuesday, 
May 2, at 11 a.m., and will be continued on Tuesdays and 
Thursdays at the same hour. 

Three lectures will be given to the private class on 
Roman Law, to commence on Thursday, May 4, and to be 
continued on the next two Thursdays, at 12 o’clock. 

The course on International Law will commence on 
Thursday, June 15, at 11 a.m., and will be continued on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays at the same hour. 

Three lectures will be given to the private class on Inter- 
national Law, the first on Thursday, June 22, and the 
others on the following Thursdays, at 12 o’clock. 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures, 
and as to the days and hours of the meetings of the private 
classes for Michaelmas Educational Term. 


Equity. 

The Professor of Equity will deliver, during the year 
1876, a course of public lectures upon the origin, nature, 
and principles of equity, and its application, firstly, to the 
several subjects which are assigned to the Chancery Divi- 
sion of the High Court; and, secondly, to the subjects in 
which, previous to the lst of November, 1875, it operated 
as auxiliary to, or corrective of, common law. 

There will be fourteen lectures during the ensuing educa- 
tional term, to commence on Wednesday, the 26th of April, 
1876, at 4.15 p.m., and to continue at the same hour on 
Fridays and Wednesdays during the term. 

Note.—The lectures ia this subject will be suspended 
after Friday, the 26th of May, and be resumed on Wednes- 
day, the 14th of June, at the usual hour. 


Law oF REAL AND PerRsonat Property. 

The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
public lectures on the subject of Settlements. 

First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Thurs- 
day, the 27th of April, 1876, at 4.15 p.m, 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Tuesdays and Thursdays at the same hour, 

Note.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended 
after Thursday, the 25th of May, and be resumed on Thurs- 
day, the 15th of June, at the usual hour. ‘ 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
for Michaelmas Educational Term. 


Common Law. 

The Professor of the Common Law will deliver, during 
the ensuing educational term, twelve public lectures on the 
Law of Evidence. 

First lecture on this subjeet will be delivered on Saturday, 
the 29th of April, 1876, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures on this subject will be delivered 
on Mondays and Saturdays at the same hour. 

Note.—The lectures in this subject will be suspended after 
Saturday, the 27th of May, and be resumed on Saturday, the 
17th of June, at the usual hour. 

Due notice will be given as to the subjects of the lectures 
for Michaelmas Educational Term. 


Note.—In December next there will be four examina- 
tions, one in the subject of the lectures given by each pro- 
fessor, open (subject as hereinafter mentioned) to all 
students who have during the year attended the lectures of 
any of the professors, but no student will be admitted to the 
examination in the subjects of the lectures of any professor 
unless he shall have attended at least two-thirds of the lec- 
tures given during the year by such professor. No student 
will be admitted to more than two examinations; and no 
student who shall have obtained a studentship will be ad- 
mitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the re- 
commendation of the committee, be given (that is to say) :— 

To the students who shall have passed the best examina- 
tions in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first 
prize, £50; second prize, £25; third prize, £15 ; fourth 
prize, £10; and « first and second prize of £70 and £30 


Tespectively to the students who obtain the greatest aggre. 
gate number of marks in the examination in the subjects of 
the lectures given by any two of the professors. 

No student will be entitled to more than one prize, buta 
student will receive the prize of the highest value to which 
he shall appear to be entitled. 

The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of 
the above prizes to be awarded if the result of the examina- 
tion be such as, in their opinion, will not: justify such re. 





commendation. 


Any further information required by students may be ob 
tained on application to the clerk of the council, Lincoln’ 


inn Hall. 





Court Papers. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
APPEALS FROM QUEEN’S 8ENCH DIVISION, 


Justicesof Berkshire v TheBorough 
of Windsor 

Whiteley v Taylor 

Rawley v Rawley 

Begbie v Phosphats Sewage Co 

Golding ¥ Wharton Railway Co 

Purnell vG W R Oo 

Polak v Everitt 

Vestry of Mile End v Guardians of 
Whitechapel Union 

Marcus v General Steam Naviga- 
tion Co 


River Weir Commissioners y 
Adamson 

Bantley v Lambert 

The Concordia Chemische Fa. 
brick auf Actien v Squire 

The Noxas Emery Stone Oompany 
v Erlanger 

Randall v Thompson 

Rustomjee v The Queen 

The Queen v Steel 


APPEALS FROM COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 


Justice v The Mersey Steel & Iron 
Co 
Mayor of London v Joint Stock 


aD. 

Lord Bateman v Thompson 
Banque Franco-Egyptienne v 

Grant , 

To stand over. 

Bowditch v Southwell 
The Airedale Drainage Commis- 

sioners v Rhodes 


Wright v Davies 

GE RCov Richardson 

Eastwood v Ward 

Okell v Charles 

Emmens v Portal 

Flight v Lord Hanmer 

Nelson v Lake 

North China Insurance Co vy 
Williams 


APPEALS FROM EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 


For JupGMENT. 
Ancona v Rogers 
Woodley v Met D R Co 

For ARGUMENT. 
Dawson v Fitzgerald 
Edmonds v The Prdntl Assnce Co 
Borrowman v Drayton 
Waring v Gill 
Earp v Faulkner and another 
Nicholls v Marsland 
Shell v Webster 





Gadd v Houghton 

Nathanson v Haarbleicher and aor 

The Monmouth Ry and Canal Co 
v Bevan and another 

Wooler and wife v Knott 

Durant and another v Robinson 

Browning v Terrers 

Lewis v Carr 

Andrew v Wood and another 

Percy and Wife v Lon Tram Co 

Percy and wife v London Tram0o 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Common Law Divisions, 
Easter Sirrines, 1876, 
{Commence on Tuesday, the 25th of April, and ter- 
minate on Friday, the 2nd of June.] 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER, 
For AaGuMENT. 


Moved Easter Term, 1873. 
Newcastle, Robinson v_ River 
Weir Commissioners 
Archibald, J Mr Herschell 
Moved Easter Term, 1875, 
Liverpool, Cann v Hunter 
Field, J Mr Herschell 
Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1875. 
Durham, Stobbs v The Weardale 
Iron and Coal Company 
Huddleston, B r Herschell 
To stand over. 
Tried during Sittings. 
Middx, Roden v London Small 
Arms Co (Ld) 
J Sir H James 
Liverpool, Cohn v Davidson 
Moved Hilary Sittings, 1876, 
Liverpool, Cohn vy Davidson 
uah, J Mr Herschell 
Tried during sittings. 


London. v Aspinal 

LCJ Mt? Pee Mr Serjt Ballantine 

London, Shund v Bowers and ors 
Mr Benjamin 


Brett, J 





London, Faure and anr v Wallace 
Wallace v Faure and anr 

Pollock, B Mr Waddy 

London, Shand v Bowes 

Brett, J 

Middx, Brooke v Newman 

Amphlett, B 

Middx, Dewar v Bates 


Quain, J 

Middx, Lambert v Mulkern 

Quain, J 

Middx, Proud v Renneck 

London, Harris v G W R Co 

Pollock, B 

Burslem County Court, Moston ¥ 
Williams 

Spooner, }, judge 

Middx, Bernstein ¥ Varacy 

Quain, J 

Leeds, Borries v Dixon 

Bramwell, B 

Leeds, Dixon v Borries 

Bramwell, B 

York, Bonussi v Box 

Mr Comr Wills 

London, Bourdon vy Hidridge 

Archibald, J, 
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——— 
Cox and ors v The Star Navi- (To stand over.) 
SPECIAL PAPER. quien Co (Limd) Howes yv Turner sc 
For ARGUMENT. Pownall v Butterworth a " ae ta ew o 
‘osson Dem anr pottv ain 
coghinn ray hoet Arms Co lg ae —_e a Allkins anh ons v Jupe and 08 c ™s General Share Trust Cov 
Harden v caster hapman . 
cee tae Dem snp Co Royal: Malt regs Cc . Millar v Mybred and wife a 
Turner V Samson ” Hutchinson pe Dem PEREMPTORY PAPER. 
_— Mellon 8 bt Fay aie se Hales v Sidgreaves Mr HalesjIn re A Solicitor ( iy ing) 
‘Attwood v N Staff R Co SC | Scott v Cariile Dei Ratley v Sears Wallace etal oak ss — rray 
ippingdale v Lee Conservancy Catto Genguinetti nal Pacific utscher v Schepell Kemp 
team Navigation 
Fomor v Girdwood Dem | Ochss v Redfern = EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
v ee and ors ao —— of Luke’sv North ae NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
vGER et Tram Co 
se v Smith Dem | Nathan v Batchelor Dem to Fe Te ate, Meee ¥ on" Mr Murphy 
 eey ‘e Pa Cc sc eM — — ~. Cae? Mr oyce “oh Mr Willis Middx, Marks v Currie 
Eophine'v . 5 ee tt: BE aoa Middx, Bobbitt v Pinkett Brarawell, B Mr Clark 
meena eines Dem | Sramwell, Bo Mr Willis Middx. Locotk y Lewis 
ENLARGED RULES. Middx, Moorwood v Steel ramwell, 
Regina v Baron Coleridge Mr Butt i Cite] OOP eee toe ore 
UMENT. r ’ 
a perry bee etrterorn Waddy Moved Easter Term, ist4. | London, Vili v Debenham 
Newcastle, Rowell v Sco uddieston, B 
Mr ony a Mr Merewether | Templeman v aang ae ‘ Seem 5 ° Mr © Russell Ton 4 on, Sheffield v Buckler 
oer phy ’('To stand over.) LOB 
CROWN PAPER. Moved Michaelmas Term, 1874. | London, Burtonv M S & L RCo 
a » Goulton v Morgan Cieasby, B Mr J Mellor 


vy t J —— 
Regina v G y Co 
For ARGUMENT. 

Bristol, Regina v The Assessment 
Committee tee of Redminster Urion 

Hertford, Regina v The Barnet 
Rural Sanitary Authority 

York (W. K.), Kegina v G L Fox 
and J Mano 


—, ReginavL & NW 


Statford, Regina v Highway Board 
of Drayton-in-Hales 

Lancashire, Regina vy The Assess- 
ment Committee of Salford 
Union and Churchwardens of 
Salford 

Somerset, Regina v Her Majesty’s 





Postmaster-General 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION, 
NEW TRIAL PAPER, 

For JUDGMENT. To be argued with Dem. 
Myers v Ralli Liverpool, Creen v Wright 
Griffiths v Taylor Lush, J Mr Herschell 
Thatcher v Same Liverpool, Rouke vy White Moss 
Keith v Burrows oa Co 
French v Gerber 
Arnold vy The Cheque Bank Toepaeh, Miller v Thompson 
Arnold v The City Bank Lush, J Mr 


For AgGuMENT, 

Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1875. 
London, Fisher v The Val de 
ene Asphalte re Co 


LO Mr Philbrick 
“ey Tribe v Taylor 


Liverpool, Carter v Clarke 
Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Liverpool, Saunders v Stewart 
Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Liverpool, Blacklock y Dobie 
Me Comr Herschel! Mr Gully 
Durham, Weidner v Hoggett 
Huddleston, B Mr Herschell 
Moved Hilary Sittings, 1876. 


Corry v Mayo 
Solicitor-General 
Suet, Parker v 8 E Ry Co 
Poll B Mr Willis 


Fm Charles v Blackwell 

Lc Mr Herschell 

foe, Stock v Hooper’s Tele- 
graph Works Co 


tt, 
—? Same v Same 


London, Campbell vy McThurnn 
Bramwell, B Mr Herschell 


Torr 
Liverpool, Rayner v Tottenham 
Lush, J Mr Gully 
Liverpool, Steamship Co (‘‘ Nor- 
den ”) v Dempsey 
Mr Herschell 


Lush, J 

Bucks, Brantou v Griffiths 
Lindley, J Mr Merewether 
Manchester, Simpson v Chadwick 
Brett, J Attorney-General 
Middx, Artisans and Labourers’ 
. anne Co v Gale 


Mr 

Manchester, Kelsail v Noblet 
Brett, J Mr. Ambrose 
Middx, Seaman v Netherclift 
LCJ Mr McIntyre 
Manchester, Purcell v Sowler 
Brett, J Mr Ed 
Manchester, Lever v Bailey 
ag al Bailey v Lever 

Brett, J Mr Fitz Adams 
midday, a bl v Kent 


Payne 


Archibald, J Mr Salter 

Liverpool, Walker v Royal Hotel 
Co, Blackpool 

Brett, J Mr Herschell 


benny Thompson v ba in 


B Mr Gully 
Midds, Heritage v wes 
LCJ Mr Grantham 
PustponeD amen. 
Middx, Heritage v Wood 
LCOJ Mr Grantham 





SPECIAL PAPER. 
For ARGUMENT, 


in Bank of Low Canada v 


The! e Becrtary of of War Depart- 
(To cond over.) . 

Heiney Wain v — Dem 
Woon v Hawkins : 
Campbell y Thurn and anr 

(To be mn with scene for’ 
North v Dirtwile * 
Wahlberg v Yo 

(Stands over ea in fact” 
Poster y Mid R Co 
Campbell v Same . 


Bro’ ‘ 
Hyon Co sa‘ 0 





Philpott v Lehain Dem 
Martin v Martin ” 
Livingstone v N E R Co 
Walker v Lon and N W R Co sc 
Butt v Dem 
Bank of London (Lima) 
of London » 
i v Dunn & others ,, 
rd Hanmer vy Fl ° 
Clayton v R 
Stone v Mayor of Yeovil Dem 
Marshall v Wilson ” 
Burchell v Clark 
Lord Hanmer v Flig Dem 
M v Burton » 
Cunnioghan v bu v Dunn ae 2 
Lege and aorv tate A Associa» 
ion of Land Finaaoiers 





accord ¥ Orborne 





Mr B T Williams 
urns and the following case to 
be argued when the case in the 
Queen’s Bench disposed of) 
Glam » Same v Same 
Quain, Mr J W Bowen 
- Moved Easter — 1875, 
a. Taylor v Price 
Pollock, B . Mr C Russell 
Gloucester, The Rhos" Llantwit 
Coal and Iron Co v The Mon 
Rail and Canal Co 
Quain, J Mr H Matthews 
(Transferred from C.P.) 
Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1875. 
Middx, Woodward v Burdett 
Huddleston, B Mr M Chambers 
London, Pooley v G E R Co 
LCB Serjeant Parry 
LF om Barton v Peas 
LOB Mr Philbrick 
paee Murphy v Philips 


Gloucester, King v Parker 
Pollock, B Mr J J Powell 
Exeter, Lewis v Rossiter 
Blackburn, J Mr_Pinder 
Wells, Bellew v Cooke 
Quain, J MrHT Cole 
Wells, Same v Same 

Mr Lopes 


Quain, J 

Bristol, Matthews v Criper 
Blackburn, J Mr Prideaux 
Nottingham, White v ag bh i 


Lindley, 

Leeds, "pickersgill v bs 4, 

Field, J Buszard 
Moved after the teurth day of 


Michaelmas Sittings. 
Middx, Lanwer v Heatley 


Bramwell, B Mr C Russell 
Middx, Copeland v Same 
Bramwell, B Mr C Russell 





Londor, Gray v G E R Co 
Huddleston ,B 
— Snelling v es 


Hawkins 
Moved Hilary Sittings, 1876. 

Middx, — v Thompson 
Cleasby, B Mr Charles 
Middx, Manuel vy Cook 
Pollock, B Mr Gibbons 
Middx, "James vGWRCo 
Coleridge, LOJ_ Mr R E Webster 


ock, 
London, \ ons Vv eee”? 
Pollock, B Mr Waddy 
London, Haylett vy The Alexandra 
Palace Co 
Coleridge, LOS 
—— Foster v Stobbs 
Brett. 
wade. James vy @ WR Co 
Coleridge, LCJ 
Middx, Wilson and another ¥ 
=? 
Quai 
Middx, -— VNE 


Quain, J 

Lewes, Tarde 3 v Warden 

Coleridge, L 

Middx, ane vy Connah 

Quain, J 

Bagster, Herald vy Connah 

Registra: 

Manchester, Seddon v Smith 
rett. 

Manchester, Greaves v Greenwood 
and others 

Brett, J 

pee Morgan vy Fairchild 


be Bland v Merchant and 
others 
Quain, J 


SPECIAL PAPER. 


For JuDGMENT. 
Burrows v Green 
Niebuhr v Kraushaar 
Sydney v Michael 
Ogden v McLoud 

‘For ARGUMENT, 
Downing, v pow pe Dem | 

To d over.) 

Waugh v North wih British Ry Co ,, 
(To stand over.) 
Granville v Finch $c} 
(To be re-stated.) 

Whitehouse v B 
ham Canal Co 
(To stand over.) 
Sear v Greene » 
‘To stand over.) 
ebster ” 
To stand over.) 
Boden v Levick 
To stand 
Lloyds’ Bkg Oo ind) Ca » 


Dawes v 


} Morrison vy Yorkshire and 


Derbyshire Coal Co 
(To stand over) 


| Grimshaw ¥ Asquith re 


(To stand over.) 


|L Band 8 OR Go vS 
ER s 


Stands over for settlement.) 


ie: comb & Co 


tractors v Yo "s c 
| (To stand over.) 
Royal wal Steam Packet Co v 


seer pS anata 
>hipps vy Hawkins 
e 'o stand over) 


(Part hi oe) 
| end yo Co 


— aPOv L and Faber v Jaques 
be ida | _— V tro stand over.) si 
part t re . 
( ane cam, % ln v Chambers ” 
——— 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


April 21, 1876. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 954 Annuities, April, 85, 9% 

Ditto for Account, May 4,95} | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 14908 

Do 3 per Cent. Reduced, 934 Ex Bills, £21000, 24 per Ct. 6 pm. 
New & per Cent., 93 Ditto, £500, Do, 6 pm. 

Do. Hi perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 6 pm. 

Do. 2¢ perCent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock. — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °18 Ct. (last half-year), 253 
Annuities, Jan.’80— Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’#0, 106 , Ditto,5$ per Cnt., May,’79, 88} 
Ditto for Account,— Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
Ditto 4 perCent., Oct. "88, 102% April, 64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. '73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.85 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1060 
2nd Enf. Pr., 5 per C.,Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. 


Stock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledonian | 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western ....cosssssssssesseee 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ssccossssssesssees| I 
Stock Great Northern 
Stock Do., A Stock* 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 
Stock Great Western—Original....esses-ssseceesessesses| 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... ae 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast. 

Stock London, Chatham, and Dover.,..... 

Stock London and North-Western ... 
Stock London and South Westert....cccccsssesesseeeves 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ....... 
Stock Metropolitan 
Stock! Do., District 
Stock Midland 

Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Stock North London 
Stock North Staffordshire ... 
Stock’ South Devon 
Stock! South-Eastern ve) 100 


















































*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Monzgy Market AND CITY INTELLIGENCE. 


The Bank rate was lowered on Thursday from 3 to 2 per 
cent., the proportion of reserve to liabilities having increased 
to nearly 48 per cent. The foreign and home railway 
markets have been very quiet, in consequence of the Easter 
holidays, and prices show very little change since last week. 
Consols have been exceptionally strong, and close 95 to 95} 
for money and account. 

The report of the Law Fire Insurance Society for 1875 
states that the sum insured in that year was £67,350,000, 
an increase of £3,150,000 dn 1874; the premium income 
awas £75,192, an increase of £3,833; and the losses paid 
£23,638, a decrease of £3,753. The dividend for 1875 ab- 
sorbed £25,000, and expenses of management, including 
£2,000 to directors and commission and agency charges, 
came to £17,000. A balance of £35,594 is carried forward. 








MARRIAGES. 


AvsTIn—Browninc—April 15, at the parish church, Edg- 
baston, Robert Cecil Austin, of Fairmile House, Cobham, 
Surrey, Barrister-at-law, to Mary Ellen, third daughter of 
Charles Lloyd Browning, of Chad Mont, Edgbaston. 

Davis—SaLmonp—April 20, at the parish church, Bingley, 
Yorkshire, Richard Bramwell Davis, of the Inner Temple, 
Barrister-at-law, to Margaret Adelaide, elder daughter of 
David Salmond, of Gawthorpe Hall, Bingley. 

NaLpeR—Pernrose—April 19, at tke parish church, Redruth, 
Lucy Eade, only daughter of John F. Penrose, of Parkhenter, 
to Frederick Nalder, Solicitor, Falmouth. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
cnet tom 14, 1876. 


Bartlett, Robert Kent, and ry Bracey Forbes, 26, Bedford st, 
Covent garden, Middlesex, Solicitors. April 12 

Quelch, Francis, and William Kribb Greenway, Grecian chambers, 57, 
Dale st, Liverpool, April 6 





——_—__—_~ 
———_ 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpar, April 14, 1876. 
Liurrgep in Cuancerr. 

Anglo-Continental Steam Ship Company, Limited.—Petition for wind. 
ing up, presented April 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
April 28. Satchell aad Chapple, Queen s-, Cheapside, solicitors for 
the petitioners, 

Anglo-German Tunneling Company, Limited.—By a1 order made by 
the M.R., dated April 8, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Keene and Marsland, Mark lane, solicitors fur the peti. 
tioner. 

British Farmers’ Pure Linseed Cake Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, 
by an order dated Apri! 10, appointed William Parker Barkinshaw, 
Huil, to be provisional official liquidator. 

British Guardian Lite Assurance Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented April 3, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall 
on Friday, April 28, Stacpoole, Pinner'’s Halil, Old Broad st, peti- 
tioner in person. 

Great Mountain Silver Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Maline, dated April 8, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Foster, Queen street place, solicitor for the 
petitioner. i 

Hockley Hall Collieries, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
April 10, directed to be heard before V.C, Malins on April 28, 
Greenfield, Lancaster place, Strand, agent for Leech, Derby, solici- 
tor tor the petitioners, 

London Charcoal Iron Company, Limited,—Petition for winding up, 

_ presented April 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on April 28, 
Duignan and Smiles, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Touzspay, April 18, 1876. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Bodmin Railway Company.—Petition for winding up, presented April 
13, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on April 28. Wilkinson, 
Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitor for the petitioners. 


LrwiTEp In CHANCERY. 

Athlone Brick and Tile Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented April 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on April 
28. Heritage, Nicholas lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

British Farmers’ Pure Linseed Cake Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hall, dated April 7, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Goldring, Southampton st, Bl bury 
square, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Hamer, Giles, and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented April 11, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Saturday, 
May 13. Sharp and Ullithorne, Gray’s inn, agents for Simpson aud 
Hockin, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner. 

L’Etoile Francaise, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented April 
7, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Friday, April 28, 
Heritage, Nicholas lane, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Northumberland Graving Docks and Engineering Company, Limited.— 
By an order made by V.C. Bacon, dated April 8, it was ordered that 
the voluntary winding up of the above company be continued, 
Stocken and Jupp, Lime street square, soticitors for the petitioners, 

Trimsaran Coal, Iron, and Steel Company, Limited.—The M.R. has 
fixed Friday, April 28, at 12, for the appointment of en official liqui- 
dator. 





Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspay, April 11, 1876, 
Berriman, John, Queen’s rd, Peckham. May 10. Arnold v Webb, V.C, 
Hall. Beldam, Bishopsgate st without 
Bramwell, George, Stockport, Cheshire. May 8. 
Clarke, M.R. Johnston, Stockport 
Clarke, John, Guildford, Surrey, Grocer. May 8. Swinyard v Clarke, 
V.C, Hall. Russell, Guildford 
Cooper, Abraham, Great Dalby, Leicester, Farmer. May 13. Gamble 
v Cooper, V.C. Malins. Bouskell, Leicester 
Dymoke, Henry Lionel, Scrivelsby Court, Lincoln. May 6. Caldwell 
v Dymoke, V.C. Malins. Dalion, Sackvile place, Conduit st 
Hill, Thomas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Dentist. May 5. Minshall 
v Woodhouse, ¥.C. Malins. Keary, Stoke-npon-Trent 
Southampton, Right Hon. Cnarles, Baron of, Audley square. May 10. 
Allen v Lord Southampton, V.C. Malins. Farrar, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Williams, John, Talarvor, Varnarvon, Surgeon. May 15, Williams? 
Roberts, V.C. Hall. Jones and Jones, Portmadoc 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, April 14, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 


To Surrender In London. 
Booth,P _, Langham Hotel, Portiand place, Gent, Pot April Il. 
Keene, May 3 at 11 
Park, | Cameron, Finsbury pavement, Financial Agent. Pet April 
12. Brougham. May 2 at i2 
Taylor, Charles, Falham rd, Pet April 12, Brougham, May 2at! 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bussell, William, Stoke Fleming, Devon, Miller, Pet April8, Edmonds, 
East Stonehouse, April 27 at 12 

Freemantle, James, Woolston, Hants, Builder. Pet April7. Walker. 
Southampton, April 27 at 12 

Gerrish, William Hall, Cardiff, Giamorgan, Commission Agent. Pet 
April7. Langley. Cardiff, May 4 at 11 

Goodwin, John, and Samuel Thurman, Gainsborough, Timber Mer- 
chants. Pet April 10. Uppleby. Lincoln, April 24 at 2 

Jones, Hugh, West Derby, cashire, out of business. Pot April 10. 
Watson, Liverpool, April 27 at2 

Lewis, Joseph, Knightsford, Carmarthen, Coal Merchant. Pet April 10. 
Lloyd, Carmarthen, April 29 at i2 

Milnes, Thomas James, Kidderminster, Worcester, Licenssd Victusl- 
ler. Pet April il, ‘aibot. Kidderminster, April 26 at 12 

Matter, William Heary, Efingham, Surrey, Farmer. Pet April 3 
Rowland. Croydon, April 25 at 2 


Butterworth ¥ 
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Toespay, April 18, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


McSherry, Robert, Nottingham, Travelling Draper. Pet April 15. 
Patchits. Nottingham, May | at 3 

Mitchell, William, Macchester, Lancashire. Pet April 13. Hutton. 
Manchester, May 4 at 9.30 

Rayson, George, Hesket New market, Caldbeck, Cumberland, Inn- 

\ keeper. Pet April 12. Halton. Carlisle, May | at 12.30 

Shuttlewood, Jesse, Dartmouth, Devon, Stationer. Pet April 13 
Edmonds. East Stonehouse, May 4 at 12 

Thierens, John Cornelis, Loddiswell, Devon, Gent. Pet April 13, 
Edmonds. East Stonehouse, May 4 at 12 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fawar, April 14, 1876, 


Andrews, Robert, Provision Market, Smithfield, Provision Merchant, 
April 22 at 3 at Wood's Hotel, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields. 
Willis, St Martin’s court, Leicester squar3 

Aschkinass, Wolf, Minories, Grocer. April 26 at 2 at offices of Ogle, 
Great Prescot st, Aldgate 

Baker, John, Walmsgate, Lincoln, Farmer. April 24 at 3 at offices of 
Walker and Co, Spi'sby 

Banks, William, Bradford, York, Furniture Broker. April 26 atli at 
offices of Wilkinson, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Batcheller, William, Andover rd, Holloway. April 25 at 2 at offices of 
Howse, Staple inn, Holborn, Morris, Staple inn, Holborn 

Beo, John, Durham, Auctioneer. May 3 at2 at oifices of Joels, New- 
gate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ‘ 

Birkett, Thomas, Gateshead, Builders. April 27 at 12 at offices of 
Robson, Town Hall, Gatesheai-on-Tyne . 

Bloomfield, John Read, Stamtord st, Greengrocer. April 28 at 3 at 
offices of Irving, Seryeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Blow, John Lusher, Hunstanton St Edmuud’s, Norfolk, Builder. April 
96 at 2.30 at offices of Taylor and Cv, Furnival’s inn, Holborn. 
Ollard, Wisbech Y 

Branford, Benjamin, Downham Marxet, Norfolk, Innkeeper. April 29 
at 12 at the County Court house, Downham Market. Wayman 

Brayeon, George, Thomas Brayson, and William Brayson, Gateshead, 
Durham, Iron Founders, April 35 at 12 at the Cannon st Hotel. 
Stanford, Newcastle-upon-Tyne art 

Cambil, Arthur, Fenchurch st, Commission Merchant. May 1 at 12 
at offices of Bolton and Co, New square, Lincoin’s inu : 

Campbell. John, Openshaw, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. April 27 at 3 
at offices of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester ; 

Christian, Frederick, Manchester, Saddler, April 26 at 3 at offices of 
Storer, Fountain st, Manchester : : 

Giff, William, Bootle, nr Liverpool, Builder, April 27 at 12 at offices 
of Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool y 

Collins, James, Wandsworth rd, Butcher. April 28 at 3 at offices oj 
Cordwell and Tasman, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Conlan, Michae! Joveph, Hulme, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. May 2 at 3 
at the Thatched House Hote!, Newmarket place, Manchester, 
Edwards and Bintliff, Manchester 

Crabtree, George, and Ellis Brooke, Dewsbury, York, Contractors. May 
2at li at offices of Walker, Dewsbury 

Cubbon, John, Liverpool, Saddler, April 28 at 12 at offices of Car- 
ruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool : 

Davies, Jason, peas St wr tian Grocer, April 27 at 12 at offices 

Canon st, Aberdare 

ces. taboos Grey, South Shields, Durham, Saddler. April 29 at 
10 at offices of Osborne, East King st, South Snields 

Dyson, Jame, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. April 25 at 3 at 
offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton. Ashdowne, North- 

0 

Bias. Daniel, Penbrynoer Farm, Monmouth, Farmer. May 4 at 12 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Charch et, Merthyr Tydfil 

Eschwege, Charles, Birmingham, Importer of Foreign Goods. April 
29 at 11 at offices of Bunkle and Cluiee, Waterloo st, Birmingham. 

on, Birmingham ‘ 

Foe wer White, Oystermonth, Glamorgan, Ironmonger, April 25 
at 3 at offices of Smith and Co, Somerset place, Swansea 

Evans, Edward, Maesteg, tn Grocer. May 2 at ll at offices 
of Morgan, High st, Cardi 

Evans, William, Liandebie, Ley res Carpenter. April 29 at 3 at 
offices of Lewis, Rhosmaen st, Llandilo 

Exley, Benjamin, jun, Shipley, York, Cab Driver, April 26 at 3 at 
offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Fawcett, Mary, North Seaton, Northumberland, Innkeeper. April 26 

at 12 at offices of Robson, Town Hall, Gateshead on-Tyne 

Frayne, James, and Charles Edgeworth Frayne, Birmingham, Con- 
tractors. May 1 at 2 at the Angel Hotel, Chesterfluld. Briggs, 

b 


Fallstone, Charles, Chatteris, Cambridge, Tailor, April 25 at2 at the 
Angel Hotel, Peterborough. Day, St {ves 

Gadd, Thomas, Nottingham, Lace Manager. April 25 at 3 at offices of 
Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham ie 

Gee, Alfred William, Gracechurch st, Advertising Agent. April 26 at 3 
at offices of Bath and Co, King William st. Parker, Chancery lane 

Gelling, Thomas, Liverpool, Baker. May 6 at 2 at offices of Connor, 
Ranelagh st, Liverpnol, Nordon, Liverpool j 

Gillman, William, Forest Green, Gloucester, out of business. April 28 
&t 12 at Nor:hfield House, North place, Chelteaham, Potter 

» John, Bishop Auckland, Durham, General Dealer, May 2 

at 2 at officesof Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Gunning, Henry, Bristol, Tailor. May 4 at 3 at offices of Roper, 
Nicholas st, bristol 

Haddad, Nicholas, Manchester, Mercliant. May 3 at 3 at offices of 
Rylance and Barker, Essex st, Manchester : 

®, John Thomas, Syston, Leicester, Cual Merchant, May 3 at $ 

at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
yden, John, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Draper. May 2 at 12 at 
Offices of Trotter and Co, North Bond gate, Bishop Auck!and 





Healey, Peter, Atergaverny. Monmouth, Draper, May 3 at 3 at 
Offices of Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Heap, Isaac Pamenter, Kendal, Westmorland, Auctioneer. April 27 at 
3 at 82, Highgate, Kendal 


Heniz, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Pork Butcher. April 29 at 12° 


at offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Ireland, James, Manchester, Cotton Waste Merchant. April ll at 3 at 
the Clarence Hotel, Srring gardens, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 

Jackson, William, Coningsby Lincoln, Brewer. April 25 at 2 at 
offices of Clitherow, Tattershall 

James, Thomas Jackson, Wymeswold, Leicester, Grocer, April 25 at 3 
offices of Deane and Lickorish, Market place, Loughborough 

Jenkins, George, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Chemist. May 4 at 1.30 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Johnston, Robert, Skipton, York, out of business, April 24 at 3 at 
Cffices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 


Keyworth, Henry, Leeds, Cab Proprietor. April 26 at 2 at offices of” 


Rider, Park row, Leeds 

Leaker, William Robert Howard, and Richard Howard Leaker, Bristol, 
Engineers. May 3 at! at othces of Grace, Royal Iasurance build- 
ings, Corn st, Bristol. Miller, Bristol 

Llewellyn, Edmund, Nelson, Glamorgan, Draper. April 27 at 2 at 
offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Love, Robert Efford, Mark lane, Merchant. May 9 at 2 at the 
Sees Shoe Bishopsgate st. Allin and Greenop, St Peter’s alley, 

orn. 

Lowe, Jonathan, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer. April 27 at 11 at 
offices of Dickinson, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Manning, Heary, Yatton, Somerset, Commercial Traveller. May 4 at 
11 at offices of Parsons, Nicivlas st, Bristol 

Matthewson, John Scott, Loughborengh rd, Brixton, Beer House 
Keeper. April 27 at 2 at offices of Beswick and Co, Ludgate hili 

Mayall, John, Aspull, Lancashire, out of business. May 3 at Il at 
offices of Byrom, King st, Wigan 

Morris, Aaron, Dake st, Aldgate, Woollen Draper, May 8 at 2 ab 
offices of Pocle, Bartholomew close 

Myers, Hannah, Cornsay Colliery, Darham, Grocer. April 26 at 1 at 
the Royal Oak Hotel, Cornsay Culliery 

Noden, William Thurman, Blaxton Grange, York, Farmer. April 27 
at 11 at offices of Peagam, Baxter gate, Doncaster 

Percy, Robert Edward, Annitsford, Northumberland, J ourneyman 
Butcher, April 26 at 1 at otfices of Clavering, Bigg market, New- 
castle-upon-Tyae 

Perry, John, jun, Montague place, Russell square, Manager Colliery 
Company. May 8 at3 at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 

Phillips, John, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. April 27 at 12.at offices 
of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Paterborough : 

Plumbly, Horatio Hirst, Leeds, Currier. April 25 at 3 at offices of Haw- 
son, East parade, Leeds 

Pugh, John, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Shoe Maker. Aoril 22 at il at 
offices of Thomas, Town Hall, Aberystwyth 

Rastin, Heury, Lincoln terrace, New rd, Rotherhithe, Sub-Bailiff. 
County Court. April 26 at 3 at 30, Camberwell green. Ody, Trinity st 

Rendle, Robert, Bedminster, Dorset, Boot Maker. May 2 ats at the 
Greyhound Hotel, Bridport. Lock aca Son, Dorchester 

Richardson, Charles Frederick, and Frederick Platts, Leeds, Cordial 
Manufacturers. April 24 at !1 at otfices of Hardwick, Infirmary st, 
Leed: 


$ 

Ross, Henry, Leeds, Linen Draper. Apri! 21 at 3 at oTizes of Harle, 
Bank st, Leeds 

Russell, David, Newcastle-upon-Tyns, Fruiterer. April 21 at 3 at 
Offices of Winship, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Semmons, Eliza Maria, and Matilda Ssmmons, Rauruth, Cornwall, 
Drapers. May 3 at 3 at offices of Downing, Redruth 

Sharpe, Joseph, Birmingham, Cora Dealer. April 24 at 12 at the Q i2ea's 
Hotel, Birmingham. Reece and Harris, Birmingham 

Shaw, James, Leicester, Watch Maker. Apri! 28 at 3 at offices of Fow'er 
and Co, Grey Friars chambers, Friar lana, Leicester 

Simpson, Margaret, Manchester, Hardware Dealer. April 26at 3 at 
the Falstaff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Ward 

Smith, Joseph, Bradford, York, Doubler. April 27 at 4 at offices of 
Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Taylor, David, Brownroyd Manningham, Bradford, York, Chemist. 
April 26 at ll at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Brad- 
ford 

Taylor, George, Rochdale, Lancashire, Joiner. May 1 at 3 at otices of 
Roberts and Son, John st, Rochdale 

Taylor, John, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. April 28 at 11 at offices of 
Ritson, Dale st, Liverpool 

Telfer, Harriet, Ledbury rd, Notting hill, Baker. April 26 at 2 at 111, 
Cheapside. Paoilp, Budge row, Cannon st 

Thomas, David, Treorky, (Glamorgan, Boot Maker. April27 at 12 at 
Offices of Rosser, Post-Office chambers, Pontypridd 

Waite, George, Nortuampton, Boot Maautacturer, April 22 at 10.15 
at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile Ead 

Walker, Robert Dand, Walker, Northumberland, Grocer, April 27 at 
3 at offices of Smith, Saville st, North Shields 

Wardle, Joseph, South Shields, Daraam, Grocer, April 26 at3 at 
offices of Mabane, Barrington st, South Shields 

Whiteman, Roper, Camoridge, Contractor. May 2 at 12 at offices of 
Fosters and Lawrence, Greea st, Cambridge 

Wilkinson, John, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. April 29 at 11 at offices 
of Mellor, Bank st, Shetiield 

Wiikinson, John William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Surgeon Dentist. April 
27 at | at offices of Hind, Quay st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Williams, Cristmas, Lianwrtyd, Brecon, Builder. April 27 at 3 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Llandovery. Bishop, Llandilo 


* Willsher, John Chaplin, Gracechurch at, Engineer. April 29 at 10 at 


the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Harrison, Godliman st, Doctors’ 
commons 
Wilson, Robert, jun, Dewsbury, York, Butcher, May 3 at 1! at offices 
of Shaw, Bona st, Dewsbury } 
Worrall, John Thomas, Loughborough, Leicester, Saddler. April 25 
at 12 at offices of Deane and Lickorish, Market place, Loughborough 
Wright, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tovacconist. April2dat3 at 
offices of Harle, Akenside hill, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; 
Yourger, Henry Thomas, Leather lane, Holbora, Cheesemonger. April 
26 at 3 at offices of Head, King William st 
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India Office, 10th April, 1876. 
rPHE SECRETARY of STATE for INDIA in 


COUNCIL gives notice that he will be prepared to receive, on 
Friday, the 28th April instant, at or before Twelve o’clock, TENDERS 
for a LOAN of £4,000,000. on security of Stock to be created under the 
provisions of the Act 37 Vict. ch. 3, and to bear Interest at the rate of 
Four Pounds per cent. per annum, payable half-yearly at the Bank of 
England, on the 5th April and the 5th October in each year. 


The Stock not to be redeemable until the 10th October, 1888, but to 
be redeemable at par on or atter that day, upon one year’s previous 
notice having been given in ‘‘ The London Gazette ’? by the Secretary 
of State for India in Council. 


The Books of the Stock will be kept at the Bank of England, where 
all Assignments and Transfers will be made. No Stamp Duties what- 
soever will be charged on the Transfers. 


The Tenders to be forthe whole or any part of such Loan, but not 
or sums of less than £500 Stock, and to state what amount of money 
will be given for every £100 of the said Stock. Tenders at a price 
including fractions of a shilling other than Sixpence will not be ac- 
cepted. Tenders by the same person at various prices must be made 
out and delivered separately. Each senarate Tender is to be delivered 
in, sealed, at the Chief Cashier’s Office, Bank of England, and the 
omens of Stock subscribed for to be written on the outside of the 

ender. 


A deposit of £5 per cent. upon the Amount of Stock tendered for 
must, at the same time, be paid at the same Office, to be returned in 
the event of the Tenders not being accepted, and parties tendering 
must be careful not to enclose the Deposit in the sealed Tender, 


So much of the amount tendered and accepted to be paid at the 
Bank of England on account of the Secretary of State for India in 
Council, on Friday, the 5th May, 1876, as, when added to the 
Deposit paid on the Tenders being delivered, will leave Eighty Pounds 
for every One Hundred Pounds of Stock, to be paid as under, viz. :— 


£30 per cent. on Tuesday, the 30th May, 1876 ; 
£30 per cent. on Taesday, the 27th June, 1876; 
£20 per cent. on Tuesday, the Ist August, 1876; 


Dut parties who s9 desire may pay up in full, and will be allowed 
a discount at the rate Four Pounds per cent. per annum upon the 
anticipated payments. 


The dividend payable on the 5th October, 1876, to be.a six months’ 
Dividend upon the Capital amount of Stcck contracted for on the 
said 28th April. 


In the event of the receipt of Tenders (at or above the minimum 
price to be fixed by the Secretary of State for India in Council on the 
28th April) for a larger amoant than that proposed to be raised, the 
Tenders, at the lowest price accepted, will be subject to a pro rata 
ciminution. No allotment will be made ofa less amount than £50. 


Due notice will be given when the Scrip Certificates are ready, 
and these will be delivered only to the parties entitled, or to their 
order at the Chief Cashier’s Office at the Bank of England. 


For each instalment after the payment of the first, which is due 
on the 5th of May, 1876, a proportional amount of Stock will be 
created for the contributors. The Stock for the first instalment, in- 
cluding the Deposit, to be created at the same time with that which 
will be due on the last. 


No Tender will be received after Twelve o’clock on the said 28th day 
of April, nor unless upon a printed Form, which must not be en- 
closed in an Envelope. 


Forms of Tender may be obtained at the Chief Cashier’s Office, 
Bank of England, or of Mr. Hubert Scott, ths Broker to the Seeretary 
of State for India in Council, 16, Throgmorton-street, London, E.C. 


GEORGE HAMILTON. 


V ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Kent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


The Ruislip Park Estate, in the pretty rural] village of Ruislip, near 
Pinner, Middlesex, comprising an excellent Family House (the 
manor house of the parish), containing 14 bed chambers, a bath room, 
dressing room, well-proportioned and lofty drawing room, dining 
room, billiard room, library, and suitable domestic offices. 
stabling, coach-house, farmery, a new!y-erected cottage for gardener, 
two other residences, attractive grounds, through which there is a 
long csrriage drive with lodge, gardens, vinery, and a singularly 
Pictaresque park adorned with rare old timber trees and groves ; in 
one of the latter there is a rookery ; in all 42 acres, The property is 
in a healthy and favourite neighbourhood, where there are numerous 
good residential estates. It is within three miles and a-half of Pin- 
Der station on the London and North-Western Raiiway, and about 
the seme distance from a station on the Great Western line. With 
possession. Hanting with Her Majesty’s stag hounds and several 
packs of foxhounds. 

M ESSES. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 

will sei] the before-mentioned at the MART on TUESDAY, 

MAY 22rd, L Prens of the Proprietor, who bas recently purchased a 

residence in jon, and has aneth r property in Wales, 
Particulars, views, and plans. now ready, of 

HAM & FIICH, Solicitors, No, 161, Bishopsgate- 
, 


hout 
and of the Auctioneers, No, 60, Cheapside. 











WOKINGHAM, BERKS, 

The attractive Freshold Residential Estate, known as Mutthew’s Green 
at Wokingham, for nearly halfa century occupied by Captain Elliott 
Morres, R.N., who will give possession on completion of the pur. 
chase. It includes a capital moderate-sized country house, having 
eleven bed chambers, two dressing rooms, drawing room 23ft. by 
17ft, Gin., dining room 22ft. by 18ft., library, servants’ hall, and 
offices. Stabling for six horses, coach-house, coachman’s room, barn 
farmery, three capital cottages, lawns, with choice shrabs and t; 
kitchen garden, singularly picturesque, and park land studded with 
fine oak and elm trees, in all about 70a, 2r. 27p. The property is in 
a favourite residential and sporting district immediate near the 
estates belonging to Lord Downshire, Lord Braybrooke, T’. ©. Garth, 
Esq., John Walter, Esq., M.P., and other large landowners, ~ 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
are instructed to SELL the before-mentioned at the MART, 
en TUES DAY, MAY 16, at TWO, in one Lot. 
Particul ars of 
Messrs. WHEELER & SARGEANT, Solicitors, Wokingham and 
Bracknell, 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





Valuable Shares in the Law Life, Equity and Law Life, London and 
Provincial, and Law Fire offices, offering exceedingly sound invest- 
ments. 


NM ESSRS. NORTON, TRIST, WATNEY, & CO, 

are instructed to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, City, on 
FRIDAY, APRIL 28th, at TWO o’Clock precisely, in Lots, the foliow- 
ing valuable SHARES, viz. :— 


TWENTY-FIVE £100 SHARES in the LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, on which £10 each has been paid, and a sum representing 
the remaining £90 on eacn share accumulated out of the past pro- 
fits remains in the hands of the Company, so that it is believed no 
further call can be made on the purchaser. The dividends of £4 5s, 
per share are payable half-yearly, in April and October. There is a 
quinquennial division of profit by way of bonus, which, at the rate of 
the last division, would amount to nearly £12 per share. 


FORTY £100 SHARES inthe EQUITY and LAW LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY, on which £5 per share has been paid, and £1 
added by way of bonus. The dividends of 14s, per share are paid in 
January, 

ONE HUNDRED and FIFTY £50 SHARES in the LONDON and 
PROVINCIAL ASSURANCE SOCIETY, on which £2 per share has 
been paid, and £3 17s. 8d. added by way of bonus. The next quin- 
quennial division wili be made this year, and it has been equal to £1 
per share. The dividends are payable in July at the rate of about 5} 
per cent, 

ONE HUNDRED £100 SHARES ia the LAW FIRE INSURANCE 
SOCIETY, on which £2 10s. per share has been paid, The dividends 
are usually paid in July at the rate of 20 per cent. on the paid-up 
capital, 

The whole of the above shares may only be held by members of the 
legal profession. 


Particulars may be had of 


Messrs. VIZARD, CROWDER, & CO., 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 62, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
A MO 
ROBE Leas MAKERS. 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 26 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC, 
CHANCERY-BUILDINGS, 23, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Every description of Printing. 


Judicature Afidavits Catalogues 

Appeals 5 Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books 


Newspapers 
Pamphlets ¥ 


Circulars 
Posters 
Bules Handbills, &c., &e 
ARR’S, 26 5, STRAND.-— 
Dinners (from the joint) vegetables, &c., Is, 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 26, and 2s. 6d. “If desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be su 
with half a bottiefor a shilling.”—Ali the Year Round, June 18, 1864, 
page 400, 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms 
. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s, 6d, 
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